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Let us put our trust in the etemal spirit which destroys and annihilates
only because it is the unsearchable and eternally creative source of all
life. The urge to destroy is also a creative urge.

ðð-MICHAEL BAKUNIN: Reaction in Germany (1842)
No wonder then that some of our troubled children constantly break
out of their play into some damaýng activity in which they seem to us
to ñinterfereò with our world; while analysis reveals that they only wish
to demonstrate their right to ýnd an identity in it. They refuse to
become a speciality called ñchildò who must play at being big because
he is not given an opportunity to be a small partner in a big world.

ð-ERIK ERIKSON: Childhood and Society (1965)
-I

alis e  
JOHN ELLERBY

EVERYONE WHO HAS HEARD of the nineteenth-century anarchist Michael
Bakunin, has heard of his famous declaration of faith that the urge to
destroy is also a creative urge. Is this a great truth or a dangerous
fallacy? Is destruction always negative and construction always
creative? Is there in fact a contradiction, deeper than the merely
linguistic one, in the title ñcreative vandalismò which we have chosen
for this issue of ANARCHY? Could we resolve it by saying that, just as
it might be said that violence is an imperfect form of non-violence, so
vandalism is an imperfect form of creativity? The argument would
not carry much Weight in a courtroom, but it is not in the courts, nor
in the punitive measures which the courts may impose, that the social
problem posed by vandalism will be solved. The dwindling ñsuccess
rateò of Borstal institutions, approved schools, attendance centres and
detention centresðwhich are one of the factors in the current discussions
on whether to abandon the juvenile court system altogetherðmust lead
people who are puzzled and worried about vandalism, and about other
forms of delinquency, to wonder where on earth solutions are to be
found, and to doubt whether the present clamour for stiýer penalties
and punitive sentences would have any eýect at all.
DISCONCERTING REFLECTION ON PUNISHMENT

ñPunislnnent is inþicted -to stop people doing things; but not only
for that purpose. People punish themselves because they feel guilty;
and people may punish others because they themselves are frustrated
and aggressive. The picture is further complicated by the fact that
what is intended as punishment may be pleasurable or even glorifying
for the recipient; on the other hand, people may regard themselves as
receiving punishment where none is intended.

ñDoes punishment put an end to unwanted behaviour? It often
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stops it temporarily, but is there any evidence that it has a, lasting
effect? In some extreme and atypical cases, the answer is probably
óyesô. . . . The most objective evidence comes from animals, and
shows that punishment suppresses the activity temporarily but docs not
eliminate it. When the likelihood of punishment is removed the un-
wanted activity reappears. . . . What is even more obvious with
children is that, when punishment results in stopping behaviour, the
child often ýnds something else to do as a substitute.ò

--BRIAN FOSS, Professor of Educational
Psychology, University of London.

This observation prompts two thoughts in the present context.
Firstly that the ñlikelihood of punishmentò is pretty small in most
forms of vandalism, simply because the likelihood of detection is so
slight, and secondly that ñsomething else to do as a substituteò may,
if one form of vandalism could be stamped out, turn out to be another,
even less desirable form. Or, that vandalism itself can be considered
as a substitute for something else: an imperfect form of creativity.
This was the view of H mer Lane, exempliýed in the well-known
remark about him (sec ANiRCHY 39) that he saw in the crimes of the
young hooligans who were sent to his Little Commonwealth, ñevidence
of qualities admirable in themselves and when differently expressed
recognizable as the highest virtues".

And this is, after all, more or less the orthodoxy of child psycho-
logy. Nina Ridenour in the pamplet When Your Child is Destructive
(New York State Society for Mental Health) ends her suggestions by
saying ñOne of the bes-t remedies for the child who is constantly doing
destructive damage is to provide him with materials which you are
willing to have him take apart. Behind all these suggestions you will
sec that there lies one main theme: Give the child permissible outlets
for his destructive energy until he has matured to the point where added
maturity permits him to handle materials constructively, not destruc-
tively.ò

INSIDE EVERY DESTROYER IS A
CREATOR FIGHTING TO GET OUT

Meanwhile however we have the fact of vandalism. Do we know
anything about it? It is always difficult to say whether any social
phenomenon makes news because it is growing, or because it is
increasingly evident, or because the newspapers choose to report it.
ñNewsò in 1964 was teen-age riots at seaside resorts, by the following
winter ñnewsò was malicious damage to trains and obstructions on
railway lines, more recently ñnewsò was damage to public telephones.
The study now being made by Stan Cohen of public reaction to
vandalism seems to suggest that the publicity given it tends to make it
one of those self-fulýlling prophesies which thrives on its own news-
value. Certainly there are fashions in vandalism, as well as fashions
in the reporting of vandalism. At one time it was the beacons on
pedestrian crossings which were under attack, at another it was street

67

lamps, and_ the replacement of lighting ýttings at that time cost our
local copncil thousands a óyear, young_trees in parks and equipment in
children s playgrounds were modish Ob]6ClLS of destruction, and smashing
windows and bulbs and slashing seats on railways have always been
fair game. So have building sites and the windows of unoccupied
houses.

FROM THE BIZARRE T0 THE LETHAL
In Scotland, vandalism reached a peak two years ago when con-

servative estimates put the total annual cost of wanton destruction at
Ã1 111i11i0I1, of which Glasgowôs share was Ã400,000. Reports from
Scotland describe how ñVandalism ranges from the bizarre to the
criminally dangerous. All sections of the community industry and
commerce are affected. Recently, while someone was shooting 17 tame
ornamental ducks on Loch Lomond, the Blue Trains, which operate
fúÁ1T:1_G139-BOW $0 Bþ110Cl1 and are among British Railways most out-
S &1;1t mgó ýxampbes of modernisation, _were once again halted by tinfoil
sea deiie t romh ridges over the electric conductors. When tinfoil fails,
an as turn t_ eir attention to disrupting the systemôs intricate colour

signalling equipment. In a recent three-month period, 1,186 railway
Á_31'1'13-8Á Wl11d0WS, _6þCh Costlng Ã2, were smashed and 12,235 electric
light bulbs on trains, each costing ls., were broken. Oil poured 011
ailnes at steep gI'%úl1CI1llS brings heavy trains to a stop, and not long ago

express trave ing south to England was halted and the driver taken
to hospital to have glass splinters removed from his face and eyes
after his cab was stoned.

ñVast damage is done each year to new buildings even when the
are desperately required to re-house people from slums. Golf coursg
greens are torn up, cinemas ýnd it impossible to renew insurance cover
so seriously arc they damaged. On a recent summer evening while the
centre of Edinburgh was still thronged with Festival visitorsô the arms
piiglÄdC;lgidS8%I.6I10lUS þoral clock in Princes Street Gardens were badly
beldn in t p arýsktorn from the intricate design. Several dinghies

g g_ o a we - nown Forth amateur yacht club were badly
damaged in the last week of the season. Buoyancy tanks in one dinghy
igierebslatshedd l'Ióhis was not discovered until a Force 7 gale capsized
the oa an t e hapless crew found that, instead of easily righting

eir craft, they had to swim around for 45 minutes until rescued
Booby traps are stretched across busy roads and so many telephone

losks 31"? damaged. often by ýre, that the Post Oþice programme Qf
erecting new kiosks is seriously delayed. Damage to schools is exten-
sive and ceaseless. Even churches are no longer immune from attack ò

ENGLAND GRINS AND BEARS IT
In England, the Local Government Information Ofiice estimates

the cost to local rates alone of vandalism to be well over a million
pounds a year. It is diflicult to get an accurate estimate as ver little
of the loss is covered by insurance. ñWanton damage has becoxine so
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widespread that insurance premiums inevitably rise following claims.
Most councils apparently prefer to grin and bear the loss themselves,
ýnding this cheaper in the long run.ò So the huge cost of making good
damage and loss simply swells their maintenance accounts. Random
examples reported to the Information Oþicc: At Southend an average
of 25 lifebuoys are cut adrift each year; more than 1,000 street lamps
are smashed annually; damage to illuminations on the pier costs
Ã12,000 a year to replace. At Birmingham more than 2,250 panes of
glass, costing Ã1,800 were broken in the cityôs schools during one
summer holiday; park trees were cut down, fences damaged and sports
equipment ruined during the same period. At Willesden, in North
London, where 2,547 street-lamp bulbs were smashed in two months
during the winter, a bowling green was cut up, statuary, schools and
the swimming pool were damaged, and the council has unsuccessfully
attempted to curb the menace by acquiring six Alsatian dogs to
accompany park keepers. Completion of a new housing estate at New
Addington, Croydon, has been delayed by between nine and twelve
months because of persistent vandalism. At least half the windows in
the houses and þats havl been broken by stones and other missiles.
Some have been glazed and broken twice before the dwellings have
been made ready for occupation. Vandals have knocked down brick-
work, damaged plaster and ceilings, burnt timber, ruined concrete,
wrenched out reinforcing steel, broken tiles, ripped out copper, lead
and sanitary ýttings, plumbing, doors and window frames.

OBJECTS ON THE TRACK

Aimless destruction may leave you speechless with fury at its
pointlessness and social cost, and worrying for what it reveals about
our society, but it is, of course, relatively trivial compared with other
social evilsðwhat about, for instance, our indifference to the rising annual
slaughter on the roads? If vandalism is deýned as wanton destruction,
might not this be included under the same heading? But we are surely
right to be concerned at the same indifference to consequences which is
terrifyingly evident when vandalism takes the form of placing objects
on railway lines. There is here some evidence of an increase. In a
parliamentary reply last summer, the Minister of Transport stated that
ñIn 1964 some 6,300 instances were reported of acts apparently intended
to disrupt or hinder the operations of the railway services; this com-
pares, with about 4,100 such cases in 1963; corresponding ýgures for
earlier years are not available. From the evidence available it would
seem that the majority of these acts were committed by juveniles of
school age.ò

On March 19th, 1965, a passenger train was derailed as a result
of objects placed on the line at Elm Park, Essex, and two people, the
driver and a passenger, were killed. Two days later, two boys aged 11
were charged in court after admitting placing an object on the line near
Gospel Oak in North London:

ñWhen the chairman asked the boyôs father if his son realised the
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seriousness of the offence, the father replied óNo.ô_ The chairman
repeated to the boy: Did you know what you were doing?_ The boy: I
thought there might be an accident. The chairman: Did you really
want an accident where people could have been killed or crippled for
life? The boy: Yes.ò

On the following day, a" man aged 33 was charged with placing a
concrete troughing cover, two pieces of wood, and two house bricks on
the railway line at Benþeet. It was simply one of many hundreds of
incidents on that particular line. Last month, on February 7th, 1966,
concrete blocks were found on the line near Chippcnham, Wilt_s., and
even while the track was being search and obstructions removed, more
were being placed on the line, in the path of the Bristol-Paddington
express.

I wrote to British Railways to ask if there were any statistics
available to indicate whether the number of these incidents had in-
creased or decreased after the fatal accident at Elm Park last year, but
have not yet had a reply. Newspaper reports do not seem to show any
diminution. p

ñWhatò, I was asked, ñcan you suggest as a libertarian solution
for this problem?ò ñWell,ò I replied lamely, ñthere isnôt any evidence
that the authoritarian ones work.ò And this, of course, is true. Only
an inýnitesimal proportion of the would-be train Wreckers are caught,
or ever could be caught. Consequently their activities have to be
channelled in a different direction. Enlist them as train spotters! Free
rides with the motorman!

The reason why the idea of setting out to enlist the trackside
nuisances as railway enthusiasts is less trivial or sentimental than it
sounds is that in another, lesser, ýeld of vandalism, this approach has
been remarkably successful, where there have been people imaginative
enough to try it.

SPARE THAT TREE
I am thinking of the preservation of trees. The British of any age

at all tend to be tree-vandals. (If a man buys a house with a tree in it,
the ýrst thing he thinks of doing is to chop it down. If there are
trees in your street, the chances are that the Council, once a year, in
the winter, cut back the last yearôs growth, so that when they are not
in leaf their mutilated wrecks look like pictures of battleýeld trees in
the ýrst world war, and when they are in leaf they look like _toýee-
apples.) But juvenile damage to young trees on new estates is _b_est
prevented by enlisting their potential destroyers as tree wardens,_ giving
them the responsibility. The important thing about this technique is
that it works. Of the many examples of its successful use, let me quote
two reports. First, from Camberwcll in London: ñA way to stop
children from destroying þowering trees on a new housing estate has
been found by Camberwell Council. When a few years ago Camber-
wellôs largest estate on Denmark Hill was to be planted, the council
wrote to each of its tenants asking if their children were interested in






























